
THE ROCKEFELLER INSTITUTE FOR MEDICAL RESEARCH 
66~~ STREET AND YORK AVENUE 

NEW YORK 21, N Y 

June 7, 1956 

Dear Joshua: 

After giving the matter some thought I find it most difficult to answer 
your letter in detail as you either fail to comprehend, which 1 doubt, or 
have rationalized away the issue. 

First let me say that A would have given an;*hing to have avoided this 
between us* I can only regret having given more than casual thought to 
protoplasty. -.- 
ever suggested 

Iu'eti,and let me be most clear'about this,neither 2olli.n nor I 
that you suppress your information. It was iiollin's idea to 

that you merely withdraw your ms until such time as we could discuss the issue 
face to face. XEZE I hold no prozise from :;-: ju about congealing the situation. 
You may do as your conscience dictates. 'i?G.s however ~-as merely an expedient 
/.n face of your fait accompli.and not in the least re?ated to the iss ues. 

I apologize for an$thing i might have said about De;nerec. 

Khen I first told you about ;~rSJ"~~~sterious"reagent I had little to say as there 
was but little to say. You seemed only casually ir:terested and in fact accused 
me of droppin, u the genetic for the more biochemical approach as' soon as I tj.e-y 
up yrith ~~olI.in.Dy the time Sollin sax you rre had achieved a break through and 
I told him to tel;. you all about it. 3 t;I:'s .time 1 also began to tell thg 
people around here and those that passed thro@. 'Chis i.ncI.uLles 
&I-i;h, LeVhli;i 121 et C e LC . 

:3raun, HersIk3y, 
i-y lab door WAS not locked. I didnl$ ~:ri.te to you as 

I had no lmmrledge of your t'systematiclt search for coli protopl~sts . The 
~apevine as usual ws effective and the exrcted people knevr about them at C';FI 
%cludinc Sol. ;!e asked -me for pentission to mention their existence at 
&LLti~nore and as he knew about yourAsuccess I coul$tift say no without pointing 

.f to some issue Bbety:een us which ;?321 far fro:ri arndous to publicize. !j.nyhotr 
-G, we'll have settled this part of it by then. 

e 

ff \* 

!i! 

Y Simply there T:-ere two unethical aspects to your behavior. Cae WE not 
sol-jnjng 02 

? $ 
your ori;inal success at the .tirn:: it was achieved and secondly and 

the more onerous sending me and already submitted ms. 
\ *$ e 

k You ak,k two questions in your letter which sirirt about t!le hart of these 
issues. I1 Do yowl th&nk I stole your ideas I'. I can't a.hs%rer this &e for it 
depends on what level you are asking the question.Dut let me say what you did 
obtain;one ti;e stimulus to think about protoplasts in particu"ar reference to 
coli and secondly the knowledge that at leaas a partial if not complete success 
had been achieved. Gtien this latter oft-ntimes half of the battle is over. 
I can think of innumeratile exapmles but let me cite one in th&parti@ar franc 
of reference. lilt the very beginni;~g of this all I brrote a letter to aren. 
It concerned some phage and other g&ual problems. i:s a PS B appende 1 a cll;@ic 
note about i:laking pr&oplasts in coli ?:ithout really telI.ing hi; how, ~ie,$ecsed 



that I was doing it with phage ghosts, tried it and when it looked promising 
immediately wrote to me about it.('.ihis was a technique I originally tried but 
found it difficult to stabilize the beaxsts for more than short periods.)Yote 
the difference in behavior however. Al wrote in his letter that the knowledge 
that protoplasts could be made gave him the impetus to try this not so wild 
$uess. 

'The seeond question refers to your telling me preferentially about the 
technique. The preferential part was for you to decide,the tellin me was a 
moral obligation. I don't care about being sco:-lped, I expected 6 to at any time 
because of thg simplicity of M&E my current technique. Let us look at this in 
another way.5 ay I'd not iment&oned to you thqt I was working on protopltis 
and that you Bent me the ms anyhow, as you might have done. I weuld have been 
some dissappointed but not i As it was this had s,U of the $pects of some 
of the things that one hears about amongst that lovely crew of !'isconsin 
biochemists notqhe kind of thing that should exist between you and me, I can 
only believe that you let your enthusiasm run away with you although again 
on the phone you denied other than casual interest. This latter to my mind 
is belied by your rush into print or asking Sol for cultures for comparative 
purposes. Look Josh, 
neither do I, 

I know you too well, you don't do anything casually, 
and you know that too. You didn't rush into print with lambda 

transduction, in fact still haven't published anything that wasn't known three 
years ago. You'd be annoyed if A 
have done in this interval. 

sent you an ms about all of the things I -might 
%e didn't rush the penicillin procedure $2 and were 

almost forced into publication. Kor despite wr protestations about lack 
of personal property intellectual or otherwise,$%$d out, after their existence 
had been published, het or hfr stocks. 
remember the"g&ass houses!! 

\then you talk about "private gardens'? 

%gardless of the above and regardless of whether my own work was any 
stimulus , when you got your brainstorm and carried it forward why didn't you 
in touch with me so that we could compare notis pesl~pa perhaPs even be of mutual 

get 

aid , copublish if this seemed wisest ete etc b& don't send atapc me 
already submitted ms on,something &z&x-that &u 6-10~ I am workin on. Its 

an 

insulting to say the le!&, You wouldn't like it and neither do 1. Nuff said. 

Protoplasts of coli can be made with l~~~ozmusk at pH 93 Swap y our lac 
exp for my phage exp and we've done the same things. Can compare notes when 
i get to %dison. Am flying to Milwaukee next Thursday and depending on family 
obligations will come to Xadison either Thursday Pf! or Friday AK Will call 
from xilwaukee, 

Sincerely 


